
Before the  b a r d  of Zoning Adjustment, D. C, 

PUBLIC HEARING-April l4, 1965 

~ppeal#$136 Cecil  F. and Lucy D. Hilleary, appellants, 

The Zoning Administrator Dis t r ic t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and carried with Mr. Davis dissenting, the  
following order was entered on April  20, 1965: 

0 R r n R . D  : 

That the  appeal t o  change a nonconforming use from a grocery s to re  
t o  a d o l l  shop a t  3400 and 3402 Reservoir Road, N.W., l o t  835, square 1291, be 
denied, 

From t h e  records and the  evidence adduced a t  the hearing, the  Board f inds 
the following facts:  

(1) Appellant 1s l o t  has a frontage of 35.5'8 f ee t  on Reservoir Street ,  
a depth of 63.13 fee t  on 34th S t r ee t s  and contains an area of 2246 sware  f e e t  
of land. 

(2) The property is developed with a twopstory frame s t ructure  with two 
show windows, one on each s t ree t .  The property i s  vacant a t  t he  present time 
but w a s  used i n  part as a grocery s tore  f o r  many years, with the other sectibn 
being used a s  a residence. 

(3) Appellant proposes t o  use  the  same portion of t h e  structure which was 
previously a grocery s tore  as a d o l l  shop where dol ls ,  d o l l  clothes and d o l l  
house furnishings would be sold. There w i l l  be no dol l s  o r  do l l  clothing 
manufactured on the  premises. A museum of do l l s  would also be housed i n  the 
same portion of the s t ructure ,  sa id  museum containing dolls of foreign lands 
and period dol ls  of American history dressed in authentic costumes of the 
period. Appellant would u t i l i z e  the remainder of the s t ructure  a s  a residence 
and would operate the shop a s  a hobby. 

(4) No off-street parking i s  required and none 
premises, 

(5) There w i l l  be no s t ruc tu ra l  a l te ra t ions  t o  
used as  a d o l l  shop. Any signs used i n  conjunction 
keeping with the area with illumination only enough 
would be of a nonpulsating type, 

w i l l  be provided on t h e  

t h a t  par t  af the  s t ructure  
with the shop would be i n  
t o  l i gh t  the sign and 

(6) There was objection t o  the granting of t h i s  appeal registered a t  t h e  
public hearing. There was also a pe t i t ion  and l e t t e r s  i n  favor of the granting 
of t h i s  appeal. 

From the records and the evidence adduced a t  the  hearing, the Board f inds 
tha t  the  proposed operation would not provide a neighborhood f a c i l i t y  and would, 
therefore, i n  i t s  opinion af fec t  adversely the present character and future 
development of the neighborhood i n  accordance with these regulations and t h e  
Comprehsnsive plan fc r the  B i s t r i c t  of Columbia. We a r e  a l so  of the opinion tha t  
t h i s  exception cannot be granted without affect ing adversely the use of neighboring 
property and would not be i n  harmony with the general purpose and intent  of t h e  
zoning regulations and map, 


